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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-30 are pending. A priority date of February 28, 2003 is considered. 

Drawings 

2. Figure 1 should be designated by a legend such as —Prior Art— because only that which is 
old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608,02(g). 

Corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1 . 121(d) are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) should be 
labeled "Replacement. Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any 
portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant 
will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

3. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure, 
namely that the form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" and 
"said," should be avoided. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

4. The disclosure is objected to because Applicant appears to claim priority to and 
incorporate by reference a U.S. patent appUcation without providing its application number or 
filing date. Moreover, based on the attorney docket number, it appears that the referenced 
application is in fact the present application. Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Objections 

5. Claim 1 is objected to because it recites "said output folder output folder" at line 7 rather 
than -said output folder--. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

7. Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. 

With respect to claims 1-10, the claims are directed to a system that amounts to an 
arrangement of folders, which is a mere arrangement of data per se and is non-functional 
descriptive material. Accordingly, the system as recited does not produce a useful, concrete and 
tangible result. See Interim Guidelines for Examination of Patent Applications for Patent 
Subject Matter Eligibility {UOQ OG 142). 

With respect to claims 1 1-20, the claims are directed to a method that as recited does not 
produce a useful, concrete and tangible result. Specifically, the "result" of the method is a mere 
identification of an arrangement of folders as a split directory. The claims do not positively 
recite a use of that identification in any practical application, nor do they recite that the 
identification is somehow presented or conveyed in any manner that enables the invention's 
functionality and usefulness to be realized. For example, reciting an additional step in claim 1 1, 
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such as "using the spHt directory to deploy the application," could provide the necessary 
practical application. See Interim Guidelines for Examination of Patent Applications for Patent 
Subject Matter Eligibility (1300 OG 142). 

With respect to claims 21-30, the claims are directed to a computer readable medium 
including instructions stored thereon which when executed cause the computer to perform a 
method. The method as recited does not produce a useful, concrete and tangible result. The 
"result" of the method is a mere identification of an arrangement of folders as a split directory. 
Again, the claims do not positively recite a use of that identification in any practical application, 
nor do they recite that the identification is somehow presented or conveyed in any manner that 
enables the invention's functionality and usefulness to be realized. For example, reciting an 
additional step in claim 21, such as "using the split directory to deploy the application," could 
provide the necessary practical application. See Interim Guidelines for Examination of Patent 
Applications for Patent Subject Matter Eligibility (1300 OG 142). 

C/flim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appUcation for patent in the United States. 

9. Claims 1-4, 6-14, 16-24 and 26-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,178,546 to Mclntyre (art of record, "Mclntyre"). 
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With respect to claim 1, Mclntyre discloses a system for organization of files during a 
software development process (see, for example, the abstract), comprising: 

a source folder that stores source files for use with or as part of a software appUcation 
(see, for example, column 3, lines 29-30, which shows providing a source folder, and column 4, 
lines 17-18, which shows providing source files fi-om the source folder); 

an output folder that stores compiled files for use with or as part of said software 
application (see, for example, column 4, lines 37-43, which shows providing an output folder for 
compiled object files); and 

wherein said source folder and said output folder output folder form a split directory for 
use in deploying said software application (see, for example, build area 32 in FIG. 1 and column 
2, lines 52-54 and 63-65, which shows that the folders are a split directory for deploying the 
application). 

With respect to claim 2, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Mclntyre fijrther 
discloses that said software application is a union of the source and output folders and contents 
therein (see, for example, column 6, lines 57-60, which shows that the application is a union of 
the source and object files). 

With respect to claim 3, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Mclntyre fiirther 
discloses that if a resource is needed by said software application, then the source folder is 
automatically checked first, followed by the output folder (see, for example, column 3, lines 21- 
23, which shows checking the folders for resources needed by the application). 
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With respect to claim 4, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Mclntyre further 
discloses that the output folder includes a file that identifies the output folder as being part of a 
split directory which also includes the source folder (see, for example, column 2, lines 14-17, 
which shows such a description file for the appUcation). 

With respect to claim 6, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Mclntyre further 
discloses that said software appUcation, or another software application can point to the output 
folder to access or retrieve resources in either the output folder and/or the source folder as 
necessary for operation of the software application (see, for example, column 2, lines 42-48, 
which shows that applications can access resources in the folders). 

With respect to claim 7, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Mclntyre further 
discloses that said output folder is automatically created and populated upon compiling the 
software application (see, for example, column 6, lines 57-60, which shows creating and storing 
the object files upon compiling the source files). 

With respect to claim 8, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Mclntyre further 
discloses that said output folder can be deleted to remove the latest build of the software 
application, and then recreated to create a new build see, for example, column 7, lines 18-22, 
which shows that builds can be recreated, such as during testing). 

With respect to claim 9, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Mclntyre further 
discloses that the source folder and output folder are stored on a server, or on different servers 
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(see, for example, column 2, lines 54-62, which shows that the folders are stored on a server or 
on different servers). 

With respect to claim 10, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Mclntyre further 
discloses that the source folder is populated with source files that are stored in or retrieved from 
a source control system (see, for example, column 2, lines 54-62 and column 3, Unes 50-53, 
which shows a source control system for development groups). 

With respect to claim 11, Mclntyre discloses a method for organizing and using source 
and output files during a software development process (see, for example, the abstract), 
comprising the steps of: 

providing a source folder that stores source files for use with or as part of a software 
application (see, for example, column 3, lines 29-30, which shows providing a source folder, and 
column 4, lines 17-18, which shows providing source files from the source folder); 

providing an output folder that stores compiled files for use with or as part of said 
software application (see, for example, column 4, lines 37-43, which shows providing an output 
folder for compiled object files); 

recognizing said output folder and the contents stored therein as being part of a split 
directory for use in deploying said software application (see, for example, build area 32 in FIG. 1 
and column 2, lines 52-54 and 63-65, which shows that the folders are a split directory for 
deploying the application); and 
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identifying both said source folder and said output folder as a split directory for use in 
deploying the appUcation (see, for example, build area 32 in FIG. 1 and column 2, Unes 52-54 
and 63-65, which shows that the folders are a split directory for deploying the application). 

With respect to claims 12-14 and 16-20, the claims are analogous to claims 2-4 and 6-10 
(see the rejection of claims 2-4 and 6-10 above). 

With respect to claim 21, the claim is directed to a computer readable medium that is 
analogous to the method of claim 1 1 (see the rejection of claim 1 1 above). 

With respect to claims 22-24 and 26-30, the claims are analogous to claims 2-4 and 6-10 
(see the rejection of claims 2-4 and 6-10 above). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 5, 15 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mclntyre in view of U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0178439 to Rich et al. (art of record, "Rich"). 

With respect to claim 5, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Mclntyre does not 
expressly disclose that the split directory is configured as a virtual JAR file. 
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However, in an analogous art, Rich discloses configuring a virtual archive from a 
directory structure (see, for example, paragraph 0019), and further discloses JAR files as such 
archives for J2EE apphcations (see, for example, paragraphs 0005 and 0007). The virtual 
archive (e.g., a virtual JAR file) provides a simple, common and transparent interface for 
directory structures and archive files alike (see, for example, paragraph 0018). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to configure the split directory of Mclntyre as a virtual JAR file, as Rich 
suggests, so as to provide it with a simple, common and transparent interface. 

With respect to claims 15 and 25, the claims are analogous to claim 5 (see the rejection of 
claim 5 above). 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure. 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Yigdall whose telephone number is (571) 272-3707. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30am to 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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